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lour letter o* tne 13 just arrived. Although you say no answer is 
neeessar, 1 feel one is. As you know by now, when so long e period went by 
witaout response, because I knew you would feel, as you say, it requires immediate 
response, I wrote you further on this matter. 

First let tae say that if 1 considered you a crook I'd have nothing 
more to do with you and certainly would not nave offered to continue to help you 
with your suit, ^his should be obvious to, you. 

At the seme time, because you are not a crook and because you ere a 
man from scientific disciplines that tell you to respect the rights of others 
to their own materials, you should have known better. 

Ahen we first met, when you were et the aFXP meeting several years 
ago, I made ^certain taings clear. My brin. ing ell that unpublished material 
witn me to sow and lend you was demonstration of my trust in you. You are the 
first to have seen POST MORTEM, which wes completed and retyped in September 1967. 

I explainer to you my deep misgivings not only at the taking of my material but 
more, and tae wrongful use tnereafter made of it by others in a position to use 
it when I might no4~be. What I showed and gave you was on your word you would 
not use any of what I had dug up. As you know, it is child’s play, once you know 
something does exist, to duplicate it. But you did give me your word. 

You failed to_get the autopsy authorization. I had it and showed it 
to you. I also told you I had a special use for it. When you felt you would 
broaden your suit to include it, you wrote me peremptorily that if I did not give 
you a copy, you would get it from the Archives. This disturbed me very much, for 
your reaction on seeing the eutoorization w$s such 1 knew you would not forget 
how you saw it. You also knew it was in a book I had written and hoped to get 
published, the result of a great amount of uncomoenseted and unrewarded work. 

If you will reread the first long paragraph in your letter, I think it 
will become clear to you tae t included in what I showed you is the Admiral 
Burkley stuff. Now, ,?s I told you then, 1 continued ti is work, aid I have obtained 
other tuings of which you do not know. I taink it is urgent taat all of this be 
left alone by all of us with serious purposes in tais matter for several reasons, 
including, but not limited to, these; so I can pursue whet thus far te s been rather 
successful work outside the Archives and so that I can use it properly ana com- 
pletely, st the proper time end place. It- is not by any means only that I want 
what is not unreasonable, the right to use ray own work first. It i s this jeopardy 
to what we all seek that set me off. As you must realize, although I regard your 
blackjacking me for the autopsy authorization as wrong, I complied and I did not 
discuntonue either helping you or offering to. Despite the fact that your are of 
high medical qualification and I have none, I have and I know what you do not, 
and until such a time as I can show you what I have and what I an working on, it 
will have to rest there. I am not witndrewing my long-stsnding invitation for ypu 
to come aere end see what A uave. 

Y 0 ur account of how you got the Burkley copy of the body chart is, know, 
truthful, for as yo . knew 1 <new, it is misfiled in a way that mates it possible 
for taem to nave made this mistake. They did not send you what you asked for. They 




I can tell you with, fair certainty that ^ike Simmons filled your order for tiaese 
reasons; it is tae kind of mistake he would make, they have that Burkley body 
chart misfiled with tae copy tnat went to the printer, and I impressed upon ;, *ike 
on several occasions that the best thing is to go to the original. Mike, I am 
certain, is not responsible for that really cute trick, filing this sheet the 
one place it could not belong, with what went to the printer-which it never didl 

Now I foreed that into the Archives before we ever met, as the 
result of long effort, all of it recorded in my correspondence files. The 
Commission never saw it. Sometime, if you ars interested, I will tell you the 
entire story and show you the entire file. Having foreed it into the Archives, 
naturally, I had a copy. 

However, unless my memory fails, and I am not ta kin. tne timed) 
check the files, it is not this body chart of which you wrote me by the ^umes 
certification, which d also showed you in Silver Spring and is misfi&ed in the 
same nlace, it also being Burkley’s copy. As you see, I an trusting you and tdcing 
XXxfcdc you letter of the 13th as a repetition of your word you will not use my 
materials. If you have forgotten what is in POST MORTEM and what I snowed you, 
Burkley approved both of Humes’ statements and they are both there. I take it you 
will leave that there in quiet, attracting no more attention until I can use them 
in what I feel will be not only an effective way but more, in the right context, 
which I alone can. 

When you say "I do not plan to use this documents, I sssume you mean 
any of these Burkley things I foced Into the. Archives and showed you. Y 0 u ere 
silent on the authorization. I would like the same assurance from you on it. You 
can now get it readily on your own, for they have made a copy from tne misfiled 
copy and out it where it belongs, but I do not expect you to. i have all of this 
also properly recorded and expect to use it also in a particular way and in court. 

I have completed two of my three books on tae autopsy. You will be able 
to see tnat J ‘ have used none of your material in them. I thsnk you for thenoffer 
to use you neck chart that Is in tae New Orleans evidence, tut I do not plan to. 

Thera is no time now for tne to carry tnis further, for there are other 
things I must do. The question, as I indicated above, is not, to me, whether you 
are "plotting to steal" my "labors" but whether you are for ether reasons going to 
use what you could not have had but for me and what you promised me you would not 
use. Nor is it whether you are, by nature, a dishonest man, for I do not believe 
you are, as the record of my help Jo you must disclose. I think you face a problem 
we all face, in one way or another, and a difficult one, where it is possible to 
make an honest mistake. But unless we deal with each other honestly and honorably, 
we hurt outselves more than others can and we cripple our work and effectiveness. 
You knew these were my materials ana ti-8t 1 tad showed them to you under certain 
restrictions you accepted. Yet you forced the authorization from me and the rest. 

1 also asked myself "why", since 1 do not believe you a crook, •‘‘one of us can put 
himself inside tne $ind 0 f another, but I think you may have let your own sincere 
desires east yourself in a certain role that, to you, justified tnis. A. less dip- 
lomatic phrasing might involve the use of the word ego. 

In any event, I take your letter to be a reaffirmation of your promise 
not to use any of my material ■£ have not been able to use. Ai n ie SS hear others 
wise from you, I will continue with this interpretation. I am concerned about any 
redistribution you may have made of tnis material, which is the reason I wrote you 
the second letter you have not had time to answer. I intend using this material 
not only in my writing, where it already is, but also in my own suit, where it can 
and will be used as it cannot be elsewhere. 

If you have anything to add to this, or disagree witn any of it, I look 
forward to hearing further. Sincerely, 




